
EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

∑ This ‘‘bullet’’ symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E 2409December 19, 1995

MR. STUDDS IS LEAVING
CONGRESS

HON. ANTHONY C. BEILENSON
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, the decision
of the gentleman form Massachusetts [Mr.
STUDDS] not to seek re-election next year sad-
dened and distressed many of his colleagues.
His announcement means that this body will
lose one of our very best, and most capable,
Members.

Mr. STUDDS made his decision public at his
open meeting at the Old Whaling Church at
Edgartown, MA. I was greatly moved by his
words of farewell to the people of his district,
and I should like others to have the oppor-
tunity to read those words.

No one, Mr. Speaker, can read the gentle-
man’s remarks and not appreciate how special
and valuable a really good Member of Con-
gress is.

No one can read the gentleman’s remarks
and not gain some insight into the best of this
Congress, and the best of our constituents.

No one can read the gentleman’s remarks
and not gain some understanding of the close
and healthy relationship that develops be-
tween Members of Congress and their con-
stituents when there is the kind of trust and
mutual respect that has clearly developed be-
tween the gentleman and the people he has
represented so well these past 23 years.

I urge my colleagues and others to read
these wise and humane words of a Member of
Congress of great magnanimity and decency.
REMARKS OF CONGRESSMAN GERRY E. STUDDS

AT OLD WHALING CHURCH, EDGARTOWN, MA
Good morning. From the warmth of your

welcome, I can only conclude that you’ve
forgotten where I work.

Those of you who have been to our Open
Meetings in the past already know that
these are totally informal settings in which
the only rule is that there are no rules. In
the unlikely event that this is your first,
perhaps you can ask your parents—or grand-
parents—since we’ve hosted well over a thou-
sand in the last 23 years. In fact, our very
first Open Meeting was right here on Mar-
tha’s Vineyard, during my initial visit home
after taking office in 1973.

I want to test your patience by amending
the second rule that has always governed
these meetings—the one that forbids me
from speechifying. We’ll get on with the
Open Meeting in a moment, but first: I
learned in Politics 101 always to show up pre-
pared to make news.

There’s no reason for melodrama. You
must have suspected there was some reason
that, after 23 years of these gatherings, we
finally offered coffee and donuts.

Throughout my tenure representing this
District, we have enjoyed a remarkable rap-
port that is based on one fundamental prin-
ciple: mutual respect. We have looked each
other in the eye, and talked directly and civ-
illy about matters of importance. Over time,
that trust has been more important than any
single vote or issue or campaign.

That is why I want to take some time this
morning to talk with you about why I have
decided that this will be my last term in the
United States Congress.

It will be my privilege to continue to rep-
resent this District vigorously for the next
14 months. Then I will move on to other
fields of battle.

When this news spreads, I suspect some
will ascribe it to the results of last Novem-
ber’s elections—although it is a little un-
clear why we ought to be dissatisfied with 69
percent of the 1994 vote.

It’s true that I have less than unbridled en-
thusiasm for the wrecking ball of the 104th
Congress, and that I am as deeply troubled
by the direction we’re heading as when I first
had the then-original idea of challenging an
entrenched incumbent. But the basis for my
decision goes much deeper.

Every two years, I have considered afresh
whether I could summon the energy and en-
thusiasm to give the people of this District
the kind of effective representation you de-
serve. Contrary to conventional political
wisdom—since we have rarely observed polit-
ical convention—I have always been entirely
open and candid about these reassessments.

To everything, as the Biblical verse goes,
there is a season—a time to plant and a time
to harvest.

It is now time for me to chart a new
course: by no means to retire, but to find
new endeavors, both public and private, that
will allow more than an occasional weekend
or evening to catch up on thing neglected for
a quarter century, like reading and writing
and actually using my tide chart; to be a
better partner, brother, uncle and friend; and
to be a useful human being in new ways that
the demands of elective office have precluded
for most of my adult life.

There are few jobs on the fact of this earth
which offer as much to, and require as much
from, the right person. The work of a Con-
gressman, if done properly, is all-consuming,
If it does not take every ounce of strength—
intellectual, emotional and physical—then it
probably isn’t being done right.

That’s why our renowned grassroots army
has endured even in the age of overpriced
media campaigns; and why, year in and year
out, after successive late-night Congres-
sional sessions, we’d barnstorm the District
for weekends of constituent meetings
squeezed between field hearings, issue fo-
rums, plant tours, testimonials, press inter-
views and political events.

Perhaps that is what John Randolph, who
preceded even me as a Member of Congress,
was thinking two centuries ago when he said
that ‘‘Time is at once the most valuable and
the most perishable of all our possessions.’’

Since embarking on this improbable jour-
ney, I have been very conscious that each of
us is allotted only so many hours and so
many days on this earth.

Together, we have worked our hearts out;
together, we have overcome odds and obsta-
cles that would have discouraged most oth-
ers; and together, you and I have strived to
make many things better than we found
them.

I never anticipated serving for 24 years,
and it’s probably divulging no great secret to
admit that I do not thrive on what some con-
sider indispensable parts of the job.

I am not by nature a particularly gregar-
ious person. I get annoyed by frequent inter-
ruptions. I get tired of hearing myself talk.

And there are already far too many people
in Washington who confuse themselves with
the monuments.

In recent years, some of my political oppo-
nents have wondered—that’s a polite way to
put it—about a bill I apparently authored
early on to limit the years of Congressional
service. I’ve tried for several years to explain
to them that, because term limits are such a
good idea, I’d better stick around as long as
it takes to see them enacted into law.

So I suppose, with the new majority in the
House and Senate, I can now rest easy on
that front. In fact, perhaps we should limit
Members of Congress to a single term. That
way, the freshman Republicans can go home
still knowing everything.

Last November, the American people, or at
least the few who voted, sent those freshmen
to Washington.

Hard-working taxpayers—and not just
‘‘angry’’ white males’—feel their government
is more responsive to ‘special interests’ than
to the real problems of ordinary Americans—
which was the very reason I first ran for Con-
gress.

Of course, the special interests I ran
against are the ones the Republicans have
put back in charge. When the House earlier
this year gutted the Clean Water Act, the
bill was drafted by the very industries it was
supposed to regulate. The NRA and the
Christian Coalition are riding high, and the
House is so efficient that we frequently hold
committee hearings after enacting bills into
law.

One of my committees this month man-
aged to dismantle Medicare in 48 hours.
Jesse Helms and Strom Thurmond have been
transformed from fringe caricatures into
committee chairmen.

The changes underway at this moment in
Washington are based on the dangerous
misperception of this country and its people.
Perhaps you heard one Republican Congress-
man say this week that the proposed $500-
per-child tax credit to families earning up to
$200,000 was not a tax cut for the rich.

They’re not rich, he said, they’re lower-
middle-class. He went on the define ‘‘middle-
class’’ as an annual salary of $300,000 to
$750,000, and anyone above that as ‘‘upper-
middle class’’.

When the time comes, I will join you in
doing what I can to require our next Con-
gressman to be more tightly tethered than
that to the planet the rest of us inhabit.

A great deal has happened since 1992, when
I came very close to the decision I’m an-
nouncing today.

We had barely escaped alive from the pre-
vious, unusually vitriolic campaign, only to
be greeted that summer by the chain-saw of
Congressional redistricting. The new lines
removed a third of the electorate, and half of
the Democrats, by amputating our New Bed-
ford family from this District for the first
time since the founding of the Republic.

Suddenly we faced a tough primary, seven
weeks away, in a substantially new Dis-
trict—as the price of admission to a hotly
contested general election.

Had it not been for the prospect of a young
presidential candidate named Clinton, work-
ing with a Democratic Congress and a new
Committee Chairman named Studds, I would
probably be sitting with you in the audience
today.

But that constellation seemed so well
aligned—and the opportunity to make a real
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difference so clear—that Dean and I commit-
ted ourselves to yet another all-out reelec-
tion campaign and, if successful, to work
through the first term of a Clinton Presi-
dency.

I envisioned two years to launch the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries Committee on an
aggressive new course and two more to work
with the Administration to complete that
agenda, before returning home.

One out of two isn’t bad.
Still, while I have deep—nearly

unfathomable—reservations about the direc-
tion the new Congressional majority is pull-
ing this nation, my decision is at its core
personal, not political.

I chose to discuss my plans here on Mar-
tha’s Vineyard because, in a way, this is
where that special trust I mentioned earlier
began—in that first Open Meeting in 1973.

This is how you and I have always done our
business—together, without fanfare, taking
time to ask and explain and maybe even
argue a little, and then rolling up our sleeves
to get back to work.

That first trip home was a three-day swing
through the Islands. In case your grand-
parents failed to mention it, we returned
home that winter day feeling pretty good. In
losing the 1970 election by the thinnest of
margins, we have failed to carry a single
town on either Nantucket or the Vineyard;
in fact, we have won a total of one town in
all of the Cape and Islands.

Then came the electoral earthquake of
1972. Not only did we win, again by a handful
of votes, but we astonished everyone by tak-
ing Provincetown, Truro and West Tisbury!

I think it’s fair to observe that times have
changed.

What has not changed are the bedrock
principles of wisdom, honesty and friendship
on this Island, personified for me by two peo-
ple who are not with us today: Betty Bryant,
who could drown you in Portuguese guilt if
you spent less than 20 of any 24 hours im-
proving the lives of others—because she
never had such days; and Gratia Harrington,
proud Yankee daughter of an Island sea cap-
tain, whose strength, dignity and wit re-
served her a front-row-center seat at every
one of our Vineyard Open Meetings, well past
her 100th birthday.

As everyone here knows, Betty took per-
sonal responsibility for our showing at the
polls on the Vineyard and everywhere else.
On the night of the 1992 primary, she col-
lared me to report that we had won in
Gosnold by 33–0 and in Chilmark by 251–2—
and that she had already identified the mis-
guided Chilmark couple.

Both Betty and Gratia would understand
the reason I brought my news to this Island
today, just as I will bring it to friends in
Quincy, Hingham and Hyannis tomorrow:
that by ever measure—geographical, histori-
cal, commercial, cultural and spiritual—this
Congressional District is about the sea.

From the Irish moss I gathered off
Cohasset and Scituate ledges as a boy and
the lobster traps I pull these days in
Provincetown Harbor, to the marine environ-
mental notches on our proud legislative belt,
nearly everything of consequence that you
and I care about derives from a deep love and
respect for the ocean.

If you visit the Race Point visitors center
in the Cap Cod National Seashore, you may
hear a recitation of these words from Harry
Kemp, poet-laureate of the Cape:

There is battle here.
There is clean and vigorous war.
There are bivouacs visited by night’s every

star.
There are long barren slopes of enchantment

burned clean by the sun, and
ramparts of strange new dreams to be

stormed and won.

Here the five-petaled wild rose blossoms
more sweet

Because the earth is barren
and the heat intolerable for lush domestic

grass.
The ocean shines like many discs of brass,
Or between white hollows it lapses great and

green
Where solitude sifts slowly in between
the hills of sparkling waste that rise and

fall.
Hills whose one music is the seabird’s call.
And there is all space that ever I can see.
The ocean completing all immensity,
and the sky—mother of infinity,
Where greatness on smallness jostles till

both are one,
And a grain of sand stands doorkeeper to the

sun.

Not everyone, however, shares our devo-
tion to salt water.

You may have noticed, for example, that
the new majority has not only eliminated
the Congressional Committee that makes
oceans policy, but also targeted the federal
agency that administers it.

The kind of ‘‘reform’’ will undermine ev-
erything from Pacific tsunami warnings to
the million-dollar-a-year whale-watching in-
dustry on Stellwagen Bank. And just think—
a lot of the damage was done in a legislative
vehicle called Reconciliation.

But we are not new to changes in the polit-
ical tides. You and I know a little something
about real reform. In 1970, we took on a Re-
publican supporter of the Vietnam War in a
District that had never before elected a Dem-
ocrat to Congress—assembling a textbook
grassroots campaign, before there even was a
textbook for these things.

The stakes were so high, the commitment
so deep and the coffers so empty that, by
election day, we had 60 people working full-
time on an entirely volunteer basis, direct-
ing our organization in every community in
this District—often reaching down to the
ward and block level.

My mother converted our modest home
into a 24-hour staff hotel, restaurant and
laundromat. For countless weekends, my sis-
ter Gaynor commuted from Buffalo to cam-
paign in New Bedford supermarkets with my
brother Colin, who carried a card, in Por-
tuguese, saying ‘‘Eu sou o seu irmao’’—‘‘I am
his brother.’’

My dad, a talented architect who kept his
Republican roots very private, was working
entire function rooms by the end of that
race. One of my few regrets is that he was no
longer with us by the time I was elected.

Dad was with us as we waited—and waited,
until the afternoon following the election—
for the Hingham totals, only to learn that we
had fallen short by a half of one percent of
the District-wide vote.

After a few hours of sleep, we started right
back in. Two years later, after re-living our
all-night vigil for Hingham’s final count,
ours was again the second closest race in the
nation. This time we had prevailed.

That spring, when the House voted 202–202
to defeat an amendment on Vietnam War
funding, every single person who had stuffed
an envelope, held a sign, or contributed a
dollar knew their work was helping to keep
youngsters from Weymouth or Falmouth or
New Bedford out of harm’s way.

Since the original thrust for our candidacy
was the appalling lack of official candor
about Vietnam, it seemed self-evident that a
Representative should actually engage his
constituency in an ongoing dialogue about
things that matter.

We pioneered the idea of weekly reports on
every vote and twice-a-year Open Meetings
in each of our four-dozen communities. For
the first time in its history, we opened of-

fices in each of the three regions of the Dis-
trict; in fact, we now have four.

Since you can do only so much well, we
chose our battles carefully and developed ex-
pertise to carve out a national leadership
role in coastal and marine issues. The philos-
ophy has always been to stress the practical
over the purely rhetorical or partisan, so our
work would relate directly to the lives peo-
ple lead, the places we work and the schools
we attend.

And we somehow got by without poll-driv-
en, consultant-crafted sound-bites.

As disorienting as Washington can be,
there is no way you would ever let me drift
too far off course. All it takes is a stroll
through Quincy neighborhoods like
Squantum or Hough’s Neck, where people
understand the real meaning of roots and
family values.

And not too long ago, I came from Wash-
ington to Vineyard Haven in order to tour a
marine pump-out facility—that’s sort of a
politically correct porta-potty on the water.
The event was ripe for pretentious pomp,
since the project was funded under a law I
had written. Leave it to Jay Wilbur, the
town harbormaster to flash a half-smile
while pointing to the vessel’s name: the PU–
E–2.

Then there was the elderly gentleman who
rose after a particularly lively Open Meeting
in Harwich, pointed his finger at me and
said: ‘‘Young man, I disagree with every-
thing you just said, and I want you to know
I intend to support you as long as I live!’’

I wasn’t quite sure what to make of that
comment until coming across—of all
things—the words of a Republican. Theodore
Roosevelt wrote that ‘‘the most practical
kind of politics is the politics of decency’’.

You don’t hear him quoted too often these
days on the House floor or on the campaign
trail.

I still subscribe to the notion that public
discourse and political campaigns are sup-
posed to help articulate and illuminate mat-
ters of importance so citizens can make in-
telligent decisions in their lives and at the
polls.

Many of our political adversaries over the
years have agreed, which is the source of our
longstanding tradition of challenging them to
debate the issues. In one memorable cam-
paign, my opponent and I had so many de-
bates—13 in all—that we joked that we knew
each other’s positions so thoroughly we
could just as well trade places.

It is increasingly difficult today to imag-
ine sharing a laugh, a constructive exchange,
or anything else remotely genuine with a po-
litical opponent. Attack, distortion and dem-
agoguery are now the tools of the trade.

In this era of pandering, pontificating and
potential third parties, it occurs to me that
the rationale for our first candidacy remains
hauntingly relevant. As I said in announcing
our 1972 candidacy:

‘‘The people of this District—like the peo-
ple of this country—are far ahead of the poli-
ticians who are supposed to represent and
lead them.

‘‘The basic assumption seems to be that
we, the American people, are too stupid to
know and too heartless to care what our
country is doing and what it is leaving un-
done. They count on our being too apathetic
to insist that our government represent the
best that is in each one of us, rather than
pander to the worst. They think we will ac-
cept conventional politicians playing the
cowardly game of conventional politics.

‘‘There is a hunger in this country. It is a
hunger for leadership—for candor, for cour-
age, and for compassion. It is a hunger for
leaders whose vision extends further forward
than the next election and whose memories
go further back than the last.’’
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If working with six Presidents has taught

me anything about leadership, it is that the
world is not divided into good guys and bad
guys. Human nature is not that simple.

We all have the capacity for insecurity,
prejudice and fear. It is to this darker side
that the demagogue plays.

Each of us can also evince strength, toler-
ance and compassion, and it is on these ‘‘bet-
ter angels of our nature’’ that the leader
calls.

I am making my decision public today,
more than a year before the next election, to
ensure plenty of time for voters and—brace
yourselves—potential candidates to assess
its consequences.

At the same time, I want to underscore my
commitment to our full plate of issues for
the coming year.

When I see assaults on education, child nu-
trition and Medicaid; plans to revive Star
Wars, build B–2 Bombers and legalize cor-
porate raids on employee pension funds; and
‘‘reforms’’ that increase taxes only on people
with annual incomes under $30,000; you can
be assured that my voice will be as strong as
ever.

I will continue to affirm our highest prior-
ities—restoring shipbuilding to the Quincy
Shipyard and cleaning up toxic pollution at
the Massachusetts Military Reservation.

I will give special attention—as a Member
of Congress, and then as a private citizen—to
realizing our dream of making the Boston
Harbor Islands a national park.

And as one who marched 30 years ago with
Dr. King from Selma to Montgomery, I will
advance, in every way I can, the cause of
civil rights for all Americans—black and
white, gay and straight.

When confronted each day by life’s crises,
there are always two basic responses—de-
spair or determination. Despair sometimes
seems more logical, but determination is far
more productive and far better for the soul.

Many of my colleagues were shocked when,
nearly ten years ago, I sent a copy of Sur-
geon General Koop’s Report on AIDS to
every household in this District. (That, inci-
dentally would be moot today; aside from
curtailing use of the Congressional frank,
the House recently voted to abolish alto-
gether the position of Surgeon General.)

I did so because 20,000 American—including
800 Massachusetts residents—had already
died from the epidemic. President Reagan
had yet to even utter the name of the dis-
ease, and Dr. Koop was told to let his life-
saving information gather dust on a ware-
house shelf.

Too many people in my own life have been
touched by HIV. For Dean and me, there are
periods of time when our most common so-
cial gatherings are funerals of friends who
have died far too young.

The concerns of the gay community, like
those of a Congressman who happens to be
gay, are far broader than AIDS. To me, how-
ever, it is impossible to look back at the last
quarter-century, or ahead to the next, with-
out considering why this public health emer-
gency has been handled so negligently.

My colleagues called the District-wide
mailing political suicide—until I started
sharing the overwhelming response. What
you told me was, ‘‘What took so long?’’

This constituency has always had a keen
understanding that actions in Washington
have consequences at home—that if you gut
environmental protections, you can smell
and taste dirty air and water in Plymouth
and Yarmouth; that if you decimate edu-
cation programs, kids in Brockton and
Wellfleet may never be able to afford college;
that if you are too timid, too closeted or too
bigoted to confront a public health epidemic,
you could pull the plug on AIDS housing in
Provincetown and Marshfield.

At one Open Meeting in New Bedford, one
young man got up, visibly shaking. He said
that his wife had lost her job and that he was
scared to death of losing his own: ‘‘You’ve
got to do something,’’ he said. ‘‘I’ve got kids.
How am I going to stand it?’’

Apologizing for taking too much time, he
then added that he wanted to leave me with
a letter. It wasn’t until later that I read It—
an impassioned plea to stop U.S. involve-
ment in El Salvador.

It was a demonstration, reflected over and
over across this Congressional District, of
people’s capacity not simply to experience
their own pain, but to reach out and see be-
yond it.

I’ll never forget the words of the Mayor of
Cordova, Alaska, at a Congressional hearing
on the oil spill in Prince William Sound. He
told members of the Subcommittee that the
two most beautiful places in the world were
his home—and each of ours. ‘‘Whatever you
do,’’ he said, ‘‘go back and never let what
happened here occur where you’re from.’’

This District is a microcosm of the na-
tion—rich in human resources and rich in
human problems. We are cities and suburbs,
countryside and islands—and we are a living
reminder of the origins of us all, with a sub-
stantial and continuing immigration of new
Americans, whether they arrive speaking
Portuguese or Vietnamese.

Never has an elected representative been
so blessed by the beauty of his District and
by the decency and common sense of his con-
stituents. You have stood with me in times
of triumph and in times of extraordinary
personal challenge. For that I am profoundly
grateful.

In turn, you and I both owe another debt of
thanks to a small number of remarkable peo-
ple whose labor, by definition, goes unno-
ticed and unheralded. The truth, however, is
that so very much of the real work is done
by—and the real credit for the considerable
success we have enjoyed belongs to—the
members of my staff.

I could not name a single accomplishment
over the last two decades that would have
come to fruition without the competence,
creativity and sweat of these dedicated indi-
viduals. They are devoted public servants,
who spend inhuman numbers of hours to see
that the potential of this region is realized
in the federal arena. These are my friends
and my colleagues, whom it has been a privi-
lege to work beside. They have meant more
to the cities and towns of this District than
will ever be fully acknowledged.

As I gathered my thoughts to chat with
you today. I though a lot about an Island
resident who taught many of us about things
of lasting value, Henry Beetle Hough. Be-
cause my favorite of his book was ‘‘Tuesday
Will Be Different,’’ I would always ask him
whether he was really sure the next one
would be different.

As if this surprises anyone, Henry now gets
the last word. For me at least, the first Tues-
day of November 1996 will be very different
indeed.

For the privilege of being allowed to speak
and vote in your name—for the last 23 years
and over the next 14 months—I thank you
with all my heart.

f

GEORGIA MEDICARE ADVISORY
GROUP, SENIOR CITIZEN TASK
FORCE REPORT FINDINGS

HON. NEWT GINGRICH
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995
Mr. GINGRICH. Mr. Speaker, in the Sixth

District of Georgia, we formed a Medicare Ad-

visory Group and a Senior Citizens Task
Force to help make policy recommendations
to preserve the Medicare Program. Part of the
learning process for us was developing a
Communications Team that went out to the
people of the Sixth District and asked for their
ideas based on first-hand experiences. Our
findings were not surprising, but were different
from what we had heard from those who had
initiated a scare campaign against seniors.

The truth was that when the public knew the
facts, they overwhelmingly supported Repub-
lican efforts to reform Medicare. One finding
that you will not hear the scare tacticians
using is that 79 percent of those we asked be-
lieve that seniors should have greater choices
in health care. Compare the findings which the
Communications Team presented to me on
July 9, 1995, with our Medicare Preservation
Act of 1995, and you will see that our plan re-
flects the beliefs of a majority of those we
polled.

I am submitting for the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD the findings of the Report that I be-
lieve represent what my colleagues are hear-
ing all over the Nation.
MEDICARE ADVISORY GROUP AND SENIOR CITI-

ZEN TASK FORCE COMMUNICATIONS TEAM
SUMMARY REPORT

In July 1995 Congressman Newt Gingrich
appointed a group of citizens to The Georgia
Sixth District Medicare Advisory Group and
Senior Citizens Task Force. The purpose of
the group was to obtain grass roots input
and feedback on issues related to strengthen-
ing and improving Medicare, thereby allow-
ing the citizenry to be actively involved in
upcoming legislation related to Medicare.

The group was composed of thirty-eight
constituents, consisting of the following:

1. Senior citizens;
2. Doctors, nurses and other health care

providers with experience in dealing with
Medicare and with senior citizens;

3. Senior service experts, particularly di-
rectors or representatives of community-
based programs, such as senior service cen-
ters;

4. Government officials familiar with the
current Medicare program;

5. Representatives from private industries
who could provide knowledge regarding med-
ical costs or novel solutions, particularly
employing innovative technology; and

6. Volunteers and advocates for senior citi-
zens.

The entire group met with Congressman
Gingrich on four occasions, to ask questions
and to provide feedback to him. Following
their initial meeting with Congressman
Gingrich, it was decided by the group mem-
bers that they would divide into four work-
ing groups, which would meet separately, to
tackle the four areas they considered most
vital. These were: Medicare Fraud, Medical
Technology, Alternatives to Medicare, and
Communication. Each group reviewed infor-
mation and sought input from citizens
throughout the district, prior to producing
and submitting its final report to Congress-
man Gingrich on September 9, 1995.

The Communication working group was
made up of 12 members, 6 of whom were sen-
ior citizens. The group was chaired by Laura
Linn, a registered nurse currently employed
as a clinical specialist.

The group developed a questionnaire,
which they administered to 565 seniors
throughout the Sixth District. In order to
collect data, several senior centers through-
out the Sixth District were visited. In addi-
tion to administering the questionnaire, the
group also made available a letter from Con-
gressman Gingrich and a Contract with Sen-
iors. Those materials, along with results of
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the questionnaire, are included with this re-
port.

An analysis of the questionnaire results re-
veal the following:

a) More than 75% of those questioned knew
that Medicare was going bankrupt;

b) More than 75% were very concerned
about Medicare going bankrupt, and more
than 93% thought that Congress should take
steps to save Medicare;

c) In terms of the changes that should be
made, 67.8% said that some changes should
be made but that the program should be pre-
served, while 11.2% wanted a complete rede-
sign. Only 10% thought that there should be
no changes in the current program;

d) While 48% preferred getting a Medicare
policy directly from the government, 15%
would approve of a voucher or check to pur-
chase private insurance and nearly 37% were
undecided;

e) More than half favored reduction in pay-
ments to hospitals and doctors and thought
that seniors should receive incentives for
identifying fraud;

f) Personally 77.2% would be willing to
check their bills for fraud and abuse, 53.5%
would be willing to engage in preventive and
educational programs to stay healthy, and
47.5% would be willing to engage in cost-pric-
ing to locate the most economical, quality
provider;

g) Nearly 75% thought that fraud and
abuse is a serious problem that needs to be
addressed when Congress reforms Medicare,
while 52.7% thought that lack of incentives
for finding affordable care is a serious prob-
lem in the current system;

h) While 16% claim that they always shop
for economical treatment, 55% said that
they would if there were incentives for doing
so;

i) Seventy-nine percent of respondents be-
lieve that senior citizens should have greater
choice in their medical care programs, as-
suming that Medicare would be one of those
choices.

The Communications group presented
these findings to Congressman Newt Ging-
rich on July 9, 1995. Reports from the Medi-
care Fraud, Medical Technology and Alter-
natives to Medicare groups were also pre-
sented at that time. All information was re-
viewed by health care policy staff and con-
sidered in the drafting of subsequent Medi-
care legislation.

A CONTRACT WITH OUR SENIORS TO SAVE,
STRENGTHEN AND PRESERVE MEDICARE

1. The Clinton administration’s trustee’s
report warns the Medicare Trust Fund starts
to go broke next year. The Program is Bank-
rupt by 2002.

2. The House Republicans will save,
strengthen, and preserve Medicare through
new technologies, new management and new
approaches.

3. Medicare is growing at 10.5% a year,
more than twice the rate of private health
care spending. We can make Medicare sol-
vent by slowing the rate of growth.

4. We will increase Medicare spending over
7 years from $4,800 per beneficiary today to
$6,700 in 2002.

5. Medicare and Medicaid are government-
run health care programs filled with waste
and fraud—tens of billions a year (GAO).
We’ll crack down on this waste.

6. And we’ll empower seniors to fight waste
and fraud if we pay them a share of any
waste they find in their own bills.

7. We will preserve the current Medicare
system for those who want it.

8. We will engage in a dialogue with seniors
since we believe the best ideas come from
the Grass Roots.

9. Together we can create a system that of-
fers the best care at the lowest cost with

seniors having the greatest control over
their own health care.

TOGETHER WE WILL STRENGTHEN MEDICARE
SO IT CAN BE SAVED AND PRESERVED

SAVING, STRENGTHENING & PRESERVING MEDICARE: A QUESTIONNAIRE FOR SENIORS; (N=565)
are.

Gender of Sample=35.8% Male; 45.3% Fe-
male; 18.9% No response.

1. Did you know that President Clinton’s
Board of Trustees reported that Medicare
will be bankrupt by the year 2002?

A. Yes 75.9%
B. No 19.6%
No response 4.4%
2. How concerned are you about Medicare

going bankrupt?
A. Very concerned 75.2%
B. Somewhat concerned 13.5%
C. Not concerned at all 3.5%
D. Undecided 4.2%
No response 3.5%
3. Do you think that Congress should try

to save Medicare?
A. Yes 93.1%
B. No 1.2%
C. Undecided 2.8%
No response 2.8%
4. Do you think that Congress should

(check one):
A. Completely redesign Medicare 11.2%
B. Make some changes in Medicare but pre-

serve the program 67.8%
C. Leave Medicare alone, even though it is

going broke 10.1%
D. Undecided 5.3%
No response 5.5%
5. Would you prefer to (check one):
A. Get a Medicare policy directly from the

government 48.3%
B. Receive a check or voucher to purchase

private insurance 15%
C. Undecided 28.5%
No response 8.1%
6. In order to save Medicare, which of the

following would you favor (check all that
apply):

A. Have wealthy senior citizens pay a high-
er premium 37%

B. Reduce payments to physicians and hos-
pitals for care they provide 50.4%

C. Provide incentives for seniors to join
managed health care plans 24.4%

D. Provide seniors with incentives for lo-
cating fraud and abuse in their bills 59.1%

E. Raise the premiums for all Medicare re-
cipients 15.4%

F. Raise payroll taxes 9.6%
G. Reduce benefits offered to seniors 5.7%
H. Raise the age of Medicare eligibility

from 65 to 67 beginning in the year 2000.
34.5%

7. In order to save Medicare would you per-
sonally be willing to (check all that apply):

A. Check your bill for fraud and abuse
77.2%

B. Engage in preventive or educational
programs to learn how to stay healthy 53.5%

C. Engage in cost-pricing to locate the
most economical, quality provider 47.5%

D. Pay more money in terms of higher
taxes or premiums 11%

8. As Congress looks at improving Medi-
care, what do you think are serious problems
that ought to be addressed (check all that
apply):

A. Excessive amounts of paperwork 62.8%
B. Inability to understand rules/regula-

tions 43.7%
C. Fraud and abuse 74.3%
D. Lack of incentives for seniors to locate

affordable care 52.7%
E. Issues related to long-term care 52.7%
9. Do you ordinarily check your Medicare

bills for accuracy?
A. Yes 77.9%
B. No 11.3%
No response 10.8%

10. How often do you find out the cost of
Medicare procedures prior to having them
done?

A. Always 19.3%
B. Usually 21.4%
C. Occasionally 20.5%
D. Never 25.7%
No response 13.1%
11. How often do you shop for more eco-

nomical treatment of comparable quality?
A. Always 16.6%
B. Usually 16.5%
C. Occasionally 17.5%
D. Never 34.3%
No response 15%
12. If you were rewarded monetarily for

finding more affordable treatment of com-
parable quality, would you?

A. Yes 55%
B. No 11.5%
C. Undecided 19.8%
No response 13.6%
13. Have you ever suspected fraud or abuse

on your Medicare bills?
A. Yes 38.5%
B. No 48.5%
No response 12.6%
14. If you find instances of billing errors on

Medicare bills, do you do anything to rectify
the situation? (If so, give details and the
usual outcome)

A. Always 31.9%
B. Usually 14%
C. Occasionally 10.1%
D. Never 12.4%
E. Not applicable 16.5%
No response 15.6%
15. Would you try to locate and report in-

stances of fraud and abuse on your Medicare
bills, if there was a financial incentive for
doing so?

A. Yes 72%
B. No 6.9%
C. Undecided 9%
No response 12%
16. Do you think that senior citizens

should have greater choice in their medical
care programs, assuming that Medicare is
one of the choices?

A. Yes 79.5%
B. No 4.2%
C. Undecided 7.8%
No response 8.5%
17. What are your major concerns regard-

ing health care?
18. If you could tell Newt one thing about

saving Medicare what would that be?

f

KILDEE HONORS LOCAL SCHOOL
BOARDS

HON. DALE E. KILDEE
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, in January, 1996
we will be celebrating national School Board
Recognition Month in this country. In honor of
this occasion I rise today to pay tribute to the
contributions local school boards make to our
education system.

As a nation we place a high premium on the
benefits to be gained from pursuing edu-
cational goals. Local school board members
are elected by the community to ensure that
everyone is given the opportunity for self-im-
provement through education. School boards
seek community input and involvement in the
education process. They are the liaison be-
tween the community and our schools. The
members of school boards have accepted the
responsibility of shaping the education of fu-
ture generations and thereby the future of our
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Nation. School boards must assess the needs
of their communities and provide the learning
opportunities to meet these demands. They
play a vital role in safeguarding students and
schools.

The theme for 1996 is ‘‘Uniting Communities
through Public Education’’. This spotlights the
role local school boards have in bringing to-
gether persons from all walks of life. They
help unite us into one nation. Through the
dedication of local school boards, all Ameri-
cans can learn and work together. School
board members speak for all schoolchildren
regardless of their background or goals.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House of Rep-
resentatives join with me today in honoring
these dedicated individuals who have accept-
ed the challenge to provide quality education
to every schoolchild. They play a historic role
in carrying on public education’s proud tradi-
tion.

f

TRIBUTE TO JIM MILLS’ 40 YEARS
OF SERVICE TO THE MIDDLE-
TOWN COMMUNITY

HON. JOHN A. BOEHNER
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, for 40 years,
Jim Mills has served the Middletown area
through his local reporting and editorial writing
at the Middletown Journal. Jim began his ca-
reer at the Journal in 1995 starting off as a re-
porter covering local government. In 1957, he
was appointed Sunday editor and moved to
city editor in 1960. From 1972 until 1981 Jim
was the managing editor of the paper. Ulti-
mately, in 1981, he headed the newsroom and
retained the title managing editor.

Jim and Middletown, OH have seen many
important news stories over the last four dec-
ades. Some of the local highlights include the
growth and restructuring of Armco to its
present organization as AK Steel, creation of
the City Centre Mall, and redevelopment of
the downtown area, State championships for
area high schools, and the change Middletown
and its business community have undergone.

Jim and the Middletown Journal staff were
always conscientious to bring the local angle
to national news items ranging from the John
F. Kennedy, Martin Luther King, and Robert
Kennedy assassinations, the Vietnam war, the
Iranian hostage crisis, Desert Storm, and the
explosion of the Space Shuttle Challenger ex-
plosion.

Jim has received several awards for his
dedication and continuous service. Among
them are an award from the Associated Press
Society of Ohio for exemplary service to the
news-gathering business and his assistance to
the Xenia Daily Gazette publish and report the
news when its’ offices were destroyed in a
1974 tornado. For coverage of the devastation
the Gazette won a Pulitzer Prize.

During the past four decades, Jim has
worked with hundreds of reporters and local
officials. They join me in saluting Jim for his
work and wishing him the best in his retire-
ment.

A TRIBUTE TO HELEN BEST

HON. ROBERT W. NEY
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I commend the fol-
lowing article to my colleagues:

Whereas, Mrs. Helen Best, should be recog-
nized for celebrating her 80th birthday on
December 14, 1995; and,

Whereas, Mrs. Helen Best, should be hon-
ored for her achievements, including her
membership to the Carroll County Precinct
Committee for forty years, deputy director
and director of the Carroll County Board of
Elections, and committee chair of the Sub-
committee on Elections and Candidate Serv-
ices; and,

Whereas, Mrs. Helen Best, has dem-
onstrated her commitment to Carroll County
and the surrounding area; and,

Whereas, the county owes Mrs. Helen Best
a great deal of gratitude for her selfless, de-
voted service; and,

Whereas, I join the residents of Carroll
County, with distinct pleasure, in celebrat-
ing Mrs. Helen Best 80th birthday.

f

ADDITIONAL SUPPORT FOR H.R.
1020

HON. FRED UPTON
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I am proud to be
the sponsor of H.R. 1020, the Integrated
Spent Nuclear Fuel Management Act of 1995,
a bill that will make the Federal Government
live up to its promise of building and operating
a high-level nuclear waste repository by Janu-
ary 31, 1998. While nearly 200 of my col-
leagues have cosponsored H.R. 1020, there
are several that were unable to do so after the
bill was put on the House calendar. I would
like to acknowledge the following Members as
supporters of doing what is right, making the
Government live up to its promises: CHARLES
BASS, HELEN CHENOWETH, BARBARA CUBIN,
JAY DICKEY, VAN HILLEARY, MARGE ROUKEMA,
MAC THORNBERRY.
f

THE PRESIDENT’S PLAN

HON. RON PACKARD
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, I don’t know
what we need to do to get a clear budget plan
from the President, but with each day it be-
comes increasingly obvious that he just
doesn’t have one.

Our Republican negotiators need an explicit
budget plan from the President. The plan sub-
mitted over the weekend is at least $75 billion
out of balance. It is a phony. We cannot come
to an agreement when all the White House is
prepared to offer are superficial numbers se-
verely deficient in detail.

Mr. Speaker, the President must give Re-
publicans a specific plan with specific reforms
and numbers. And, he needs to make sure it
reaches balance in 7 years. My Republican

colleagues and I have a plan, a real, honest
balanced budget on the table. We are pre-
pared to remain in Washington through Christ-
mas to achieve an agreement, but we need
the President and his Democrat colleagues to
get serious and get to work.
f

TRIBUTE TO DON MACCULLOUGH,
‘‘MR. EDUCATIONAL BROADCAST-
ING’’ IN SOUTH FLORIDA

HON. CARRIE P. MEEK
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to a true pioneer in public
television, Mr. Don MacCullough, who will be
retiring in a few weeks after over 30 years
with WLRN–TV in Miami—the past 22 years
as general manager.

Throughout his career, Don MacCullough
exemplified all that is right with educational tel-
evision. A tireless worker, his determination
helped keep WLRN based in Miami when oth-
ers wanted to move it elsewhere. His dedica-
tion and skill helped the station grow in pres-
tige over the years. His creativity and willing-
ness to try new approaches brought in legions
of new, loyal viewers, and helped make
WLRN the community institution that it is
today. Finally, the reputation he built over the
years made him a leader in the industry.
When Don MacCullough speaks, people listen.

It is difficult to think of public television in
south Florida without Don MacCullough. How-
ever, the legacy he created will continue to
enrich the lives of public television viewers for
years to come.

I know that my colleagues join me in con-
gratulating Don MacCullough on a remarkable
career and thanking him for a job well done.
We wish you every success in your future en-
deavors.
f

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1996
∑—ContinuedE 2413

SPEECH OF

HON. SAXBY CHAMBLISS
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, December 15, 1995

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. Speaker, today’s au-
thorization bill represents a recommitment of
this Congress to the men and women who
bravely serve and defend this Nation. This bill
contains the funding necessary to assure that
when we ask our troops to defend our national
interest abroad, they go with the very best we
can give them.

Here and now, C–17’s and C–130’s will
safely and efficiently airlift our troops to
Bosnia. For the future, the F–22 air superiority
aircraft continues through the development
stages.

The bill expresses the Congress’ continued
commitment to the B–2 program, notwith-
standing the delay on funding until the end of
March. In light of this situation, it is incumbent
on Secretary Perry to bridge this time period
and ensure that industrial activity can continue
by freeing up $25 million yet to be obligated
from the 1995 budget.

The Congress spoke clearly in this author-
ization bill and in its appropriation measure:
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The B–2 is a vital part of our bomber mod-
ernization program. And until a final disposi-
tion is made on the future procurement of ad-
ditional bombers, we must preserve the indus-
trial base with short-term funding action, action
most appropriately taken by the Secretary of
Defense.

It is important to note that all of the procure-
ment priorities authorized in this legislation fit
within the balanced budget the new majority
has sent to the President. If this President will
continue to expect so much from our military
men and women, he must be prepared to give
them the very best we can afford and sign this
authorization when presented. As leaders, we
owe them that.
f

TRIBUTE TO LYNETTE FREEMAN

HON. WILLIAM (BILL) CLAY
OF MISSOURI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, We often read sto-
ries about young people across America who
possess remarkable talent and ability. Most
impressive are the stories we read about
school students who have set goals for them-
selves, and exhibit the determination to reach
those goals. I rise today to salute a young stu-
dent who is one such individual.

Lynette Freeman is 12 years old, and a sev-
enth grade student at Andrews School in
Willoughby OH. Lynette is president of her
seventh grade class and a member of the En-
vironmental Club, the Literary Magazine, the
Language Club and the Riding Club. These
extracurricular activities are in addition to a
challenging academic schedule, which in-
cludes life science, honors algebra, French
and Spanish. For Lynette, however, her first
love is the theater. She started acting at the
age of three. Her stage credits include Annie
Get Your Gun, Penelope, Pride of the Pickle
Factory, as well as productions at Cuyahoga
Community College.

Mr. Speaker, the Plain Dealer newspaper in
Cleveland, OH, recently profiled Lynette Free-
man. The paper examined how this young stu-
dent has developed effective time-manage-
ment skills that enable her to succeed aca-
demically and socially. In whatever field she
pursues, it is obvious that this young woman
is headed for success. I take pride in saluting
Lynette Freeman. I am also pleased to share
the Plain Dealer profile with my colleagues.
The article is certainly worthwhile reading.

[From the Plain Dealer, Dec. 11, 1995]
SEVENTH GRADER AHEAD OF HER TIME AT

JUGGLING SCHOOL, ACTIVITIES

(By April McClellan-Copeland)
WILLOUGHBY.—Twelve-year-old Lynnette

Freeman talks about time management as if
she is the CEO of a major corporation.

That’s because it takes the time-manage-
ment skills of an executive for the Andrews
School seventh-grader to fit all of her extra-
curricular activities into a 24-hour day.

Lynnette is president of the seventh-grade
class and a member of the Environmental
Club, the literary magazine, the Language
Club and the Riding Club.

She plays tennis with her mother, Ruth;
takes piano, singing and ballet lessons; and
even makes time to write poetry and short
stories in a journal.

Lynnette, an East Cleveland resident, also
reserves enough time to take part in her fa-

vorite hobby: performing in plays at the East
Cleveland Theater, where she has studied for
several years.

And she fits all of these activities around
a challenging academic schedule, which in-
cludes life science, honors algebra, French
and Spanish.

‘‘I do some of my school work ahead of
time,’’ said Lynnette, as she used her lunch
period to talk to a visitor and munch on
onion rings and a cheeseburger in the An-
drews cafeteria. ‘‘I do as much in class as I
can and in study hall. I manage my time. All
of my activities are like studying for school.
This is all a commitment I make.’’

Lynnette said her parents, Ruth and
Linton, don’t push her to participate in so
many activities. She said these are all things
in which she has shown a natural interest.

But when the going gets tough, as some-
times it does when she has to finish an Eng-
lish paper at 1 a.m., Lynnette’s parents give
her the pep talks that keep her motivated.

‘‘This is all my choice,’’ Lynnette said.
‘‘Sometimes I want to quit. But my parents
say, ‘You made this commitment.’ They give
me this extra boost.’’

Lynnette grins as she talks about how bal-
let makes her feel strong and about her trip
to Europe next summer through the U.S.
government-sponsored People Program stu-
dent ambassadorship.

But mention the theater and a smile
spreads across Lynnette’s face so broad it
makes her squint.

‘‘My favorite activity is when I’m acting in
the theater,’’ Lynnette said. ‘‘I get to be
someone else and I get to go into character.
I like drama and theater because of opening
night. I get to put on a costume and make-
up.’’

Lynnette most recently played the char-
acter Jessie, the sister of Annie Oakley, in a
production of ‘‘Annie Get Your Gun’’ at the
East Cleveland Theater.

She talks incessantly about her stage suc-
cesses, as well as some of her blunders. The
experiences are funny to her, but they re-
mind her that drama is hard work.

But perhaps her fondest memories are re-
served for humorous scenes like the one in
the East Cleveland Theater production ‘‘Pe-
nelope, Pride of the Pickle Factory.’’

Reciting some of the tongue-twisting allit-
erations in her favorite scene in ‘‘Penelope’’
reduced her maturity to a gaggle of giggles
only a child could appreciate.

‘‘In the first scene, we are talking about
what we had for lunch,’’ Lynnette said, paus-
ing to let out a hearty laugh. ‘‘I had to say
I had a pickled peanut butter sandwich.’’

Lynnette started acting when she was 3
years old. She has also performed in produc-
tions at Cuyahoga Community College.

‘‘My parents would take me to see dif-
ferent plays. I’d say, ‘Gee, I want to have
that lead part,’ As I cleaned my room, I
would be acting like I was in a play. My cat
was my audience.’’

f

A FRIEND OF MORE THAN THE
COURT

HON. JAMES A. BARCIA
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. BARCIA. Mr. Speaker, our judicial sys-
tem is critically dependent upon the people
who toil on behalf of the public interest. This
is certainly true in our criminal justice system,
and is equally true in our civil justice system,
particularly in our family courts. Nothing can
be more traumatic than the intervention of the

courts in our day-to-day activities, but in some
matters there is no choice but the court’s in-
volvement. It is at times like these that we
should be particularly thankful that caring and
skilled people, like Leonard Portnoy, have
spent their careers on behalf of those who
must deal with our court system.

After 20 years of serving as friend of the
court, Leonard Portnoy of Bay City, MI, is retir-
ing next week. A thoughtful gentleman who
never spared in his generous consideration of
the difficulties faced by people dealing with the
court, he is known by many as a patient, help-
ful, and dedicated individual who has the deli-
cate task of dealing with people at a very
tense time in their lives. He is in charge of
making recommendations to the court about
child custody, visitation rights, and support
payments. He also has to operate as a medi-
ator regarding the safeguarding of these
rights. And he also must serve as the enforcer
who must deal with any violation of the court’s
orders.

Leonard Portnoy has been in our community
since 1969 in response to an ad for a staff at-
torney position at the Bay-Midland Legal Aid
Society. He then became assistant Bay Coun-
ty prosecutor for Eugene Penzien, who himself
is retiring as a Bay County circuit court judge
next month. He became acting friend of the
court in 1974, and then was officially ap-
pointed by Governor Milliken in 1975 following
the death of Maxine Clarey, the prior friend of
the court.

Over the years, friend of the Court Portnoy
had to deal with a never-ending and demand-
ing caseload. He had to deal with the likely
stresses associated with having to sort out dif-
ficult situations at often less than friendly and
objective times. He has had to administer an
office that annually must oversee millions of
dollars in support payments for the people
under the court’s jurisdiction.

Even in this important and often trying pro-
fession, Leonard Portnoy is known for having
maintained his sense of humor, and for being
perhaps the best target for April Fool’s Day
jokes in the friend of the court system. That
spirit, along with the balance of convictions,
has made him among the best of friends of
the court that I have ever encountered.

Mr. Speaker, I urge you and all of our col-
leagues to join me in wishing Leonard and his
wife Irene the very best as he enters retire-
ment. His career has been of great value to
thousands of people. He leaves big shoes to
fill.
f

TRIBUTE TO ANDREW GIBBS

HON. RALPH M. HALL
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay
tribute to an outstanding East Texan, Andrew
James Gibbs of Mabank, TX, who died re-
cently at the age of 79. Andrew Gibbs was a
dear friend and long-time business and civic
leader of Mabank who devoted a lifetime to
the betterment of his community.

Born on January 11, 1916, in Elm Grove, to
J. Cullen and Ella Higginbotham, Andrew grew
up in Elm Grove and married his hometown
sweetheart, Arlene McAfee. At the age of 19,
he began working at Tri-County Ford and at
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his father’s bank. During World War II he
served in the U.S. Navy and then returned to
Mabank, where he purchased Tri-County Ford
and raised cattle.

During the following years and until his
death, he was a prosperous businessman who
also devoted much of his time and energy to
his community. He was active in virtually every
civic activity in the region. He served as presi-
dent of the Chamber of Commerce, Mabank
Industrial Foundation, and Cedar Creek Hos-
pital Board; member of the Mabank Independ-
ent School District Board of Trustees and the
Trinity River Improvement Association; chair-
man of the board of Elm Grove Methodist
Church and Elm Grove Cemetery Committee;
president of Mabank Roping and Riding Club
and organizer and president of the Cedar
Creek Country Club and was a Mason with
Roddy Blue Lodge. In 1977 he was named
Citizen of the Year by Henderson, Kaufman,
and Van Zandt counties in recognition of his
extraordinary contributions.

Andrew also was an ardent supporter of
higher education in the area. In 1970 he was
appointed to the Board of Trustees of Hender-
son County Junior College, now Trinity Valley
Community College. During his 20-year tenure
and as board president, he saw enrollment
grow from 1,000 to almost 5,000 students and
the college expand from the Athens campus to
Palestine, Terrell, and Kaufman campuses. On
April 6, 1995, the Andrew Gibbs Academic
Building was dedicated—a fitting tribute to his
leadership, dedication, and countless hours of
service on behalf of the college.

Andrew is survived by his wife, Alene;
daughters, Andrea and Bettie, sons-in-law,
and grandchildren, plus numerous friends and
associates. He also leaves behind a powerful
legacy of public service—a legacy of generos-
ity and dedication to his family and his com-
munity. As the local newspaper, The Monitor,
stated, ‘‘Men of his stature are often referred
to as ‘pillars of the community.’ Andrew Gibbs
was more than that, he was the foundation.’’

Mr. Speaker, I am honored today to pay a
final tribute to this outstanding American and
my good friend, Andrew Gibbs, whose life was
an inspiration to all those who knew him and
whose memory will survive for future genera-
tions.
f

IN HONOR OF DAISY VONDRAK

HON. WILLIAM O. LIPINSKI
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor a fine resident of the Third Congres-
sional District who passed away on Sunday,
December 17, 1996. Mrs. Daisy Vondrak, 80,
a resident of the Chicago Lawn neighborhood,
died on Sunday in the Brentwood Nursing
Center in Burbank, IL.

Mrs. Daisy Vondrak was the cofounder of
Vondrak Publications. For almost 40 years,
she coowned and operated with her husband,
Edward, the Southwest News Herald and four
other local community newspapers. Mrs.
Vondrak handled the bookkeeping and fi-
nances of the newspaper, while her husband
was in charge of the editorial operation. She
watched the books closely; her attention to de-
tail and strong work ethic pulled both the cou-

ple and the newspaper through many tough
times.

During the Depression, Mrs. Vondrak and
her husband purchased a small paper, the
Gage Park Herald, that primarily provided
neighborhood news to servicemen away from
home. Deciding to broaden their publishing ef-
forts in 1946, they attempted to purchase the
Southwest News. Her husband was then an
editor for the Life newspapers. They had to
borrow all they could from friends and rel-
atives and neighbors. It was a big chance for
two young adults to take but they did it. Mr.
and Mrs. Vondrak started out with just the two
of them and ended up with 52 employees. The
Vondraks retired in 1987 and initiated a hu-
morous publication, the Chuckle Town Times.

The weekly newspapers the Vondraks
copublished covered such southwest side
communities as Chicago Lawn, Gage Park,
Clearing, and Marquette Manor and the sub-
urbs of Oak Lawn, Evergreen Park, Justice,
Bridgeview, and Hickory Hills. The news-
papers provide both national and neighbor-
hood news to their subscribers. By faithfully
watching the books and taking care of busi-
ness, Mrs. Vondrak guaranteed that her neigh-
bors would know what was going on around
them in the community, the Nation, and the
world. She provided a wonderful community
service and will be sorely missed.

I first met Mrs. Vondrak in 1959, when I
worked as the physical education instructor at
Marquette Park. Every Monday night, I would
submit stories to her or her husband Ed about
activities at the park that would appear in the
Thursday edition of the Southwest News Her-
ald. I knew her personally and saw each week
how dedicated she was to keeping the local
publications up and running.

Mrs. Vondrak is survived by her two sons,
James and Edward, a sister, a brother, and
six grandchildren. I would like my colleagues
to join me in offering sincere condolences to
Mrs. Daisy Vondrak’s family. She was a hard
worker and strong businesswoman who will be
missed by the entire community.
f

TAX RELIEF AND THE RIGHT TO
WORK FOR OLDER AMERICANS

HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. Speaker, today
I rise to commend the House of Representa-
tives for passing H.R. 2684, the Senior Citi-
zens’ Right to Work Act of 1995, which ends
the practice of punishing older Americans who
want to work.

Earlier this year, I promised the one million
working, older Americans financial relief from
the punitive Social Security earnings limit
which is wrongly imposed on them. H.R. 2684,
fulfills my promise by increasing the earnings
limit to $30,000 by the year 2002. Today,
many people across the Nation want or need
to work beyond the age of 64 because a fixed
Social Security income alone cannot provide
adequate financial resources.

This Nation has a tremendous amount of
talent available in its older Americans. Young-
er people in the workplace gain a lot through
the experience of these individuals who con-
tinue to work. Simply put, lifting the earnings

limit is the right thing to do because it is good
for all of us.

When fully phased in, the Senior Citizens’
Right to Work Act will exempt about 50 per-
cent of the people who currently have to com-
ply with the earnings limit. These individuals
have worked hard to pay into the Social Secu-
rity trust fund. This legislation keeps our prom-
ise to lift the earnings limit for older people so
they can continue to contribute to our Nation.
f

ENFORCING THE PUBLIC DEBT
LIMIT AND PROTECTING SOCIAL
SECURITY TRUST FUND AND
OTHER FEDERAL TRUST FUNDS

SPEECH OF

HON. J.C. WATTS, JR.
OF OKLAHOMA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, December 14, 1995

Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, arti-
cle I, section 8 of the Constitution clearly
states that it is the Congress who has the
power ‘‘to borrow money on the credit of the
United States,’’ not the President or the exec-
utive branch. The problem that continues to
trigger increases in the debt limit is the failure
to balance the Federal budget. Balancing the
budget is the first step in paying off the ever-
mounting debts that have accumulated for fu-
ture generations.

Passing the Balanced Budget Act of 1995
could be the best gift we ever give our chil-
dren but this cannot be done without the
President’s help. We offered the President a
balanced budget which included a raised debt
ceiling but the President vetoed it.

Instead of negotiating a balanced budget
plan, the President permitted the Treasury to
raid two Federal trust funds—taking a total of
$61.3 billion from the Civil Service Retirement
and Disability Fund and the Federal Employ-
ees Thrift Savings Fund [G-fund]. By shifting
these funds, the President bought more time
to allow the Government to skirt the debt limit
and avoid a default.

While no one wants a default, disinvesting
retirement funds to free up room under the
debt ceiling circumvents the debt limit as well
as Congress’ role in authorizing Federal bor-
rowing. Moreover it allows the administration
to avoid having to change its spending hab-
its—a change which the American people
have demanded.

The administration says that those funds will
be repaid with interest but that interest is
going to have to come from somewhere.
Every dollar the administration removes from
the trust funds can then be spent by issuing
new debt to the public. Again, we are left with
another Government bill with more interest
payments at taxpayers’ expense.

To better envision the significance of the
debt limit and balancing the budget, I like to
use the analogy of a credit care limit. When
one has spent one’s maximum spending/credit
limit, one cannot keep on spending. Instead,
one must take steps to balance his or her
budget so that the output does not exceed the
input. In other words they must change their
spending habits.

Living within one’s means is the financial re-
ality that individual Americans confront every-
day. People cannot simply keep calling the
credit card company asking it to raise their
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credit limit. That is essentially what the admin-
istration wants this Congress to do. It wants
Congress to raise its credit limit or the debt
ceiling without any strategy for paying off its
debt.

Balancing the budget is a step in the right
direction; it diminishes the continuing need for
having the debt or borrowing level raised. The
Federal debt or credit card bill is now about $5
trillion, and that does not include the interest.
The fiscal year 1996 budget estimates that the
U.S. Government will spend about $256 billion
in 1996, or about 16 percent of the budget,
just to pay the interest on this debt.

H.R. 2621 is a bill to enforce the public debt
limit and to protect the Social Security and
other Federal trust funds. It ends the debt-ceil-
ing smoke and mirrors. With the $21 billion in
the G-fund, $365 billion in the Social Security
Retirement Fund, $143 billion in the Medicare
Trust Fund, and $483 billion in the Social Se-
curity Trust Fund, there is money for the ad-
ministration to disinvest and build up more and
more debt with more and more interest pay-
ments thereby sidestepping the Constitution.
This bill ensures what the Constitution says
about the authority to issue debt—Congress is
vested with the ‘‘Power . . . To borrow Money
on the Credit of the United States.’’

The reason we are having this current con-
frontation in Washington is not simply over
how the Government keeps its books, or when
we reach a balanced budget. The true con-
frontation is changing the way Government
operates. We are in the midst of a revolution
as dramatic as Franklin Roosevelt’s New Deal
and its expansion of Government into every
aspect of our lives. The question is whether
we will have more Governmental control over
our lives, higher taxes, more borrowing, and
more interest payments, or whether we will go
back to what made this country great—a fru-
gal Government and individual responsibility. I
agree with the views Thomas Jefferson ex-
pressed in his letter to Elbridge Gerry nearly
200 years ago—‘‘I am for a government rigor-
ously frugal and simple, applying all the pos-
sible savings of the public revenue to the dis-
charge of the national debt; and not for a mul-
tiplication of officers and salaries merely to
make partisans, and for increasing, by every
device, the public debt, on the principle of its
being a public blessing.’’

H.R. 2621 not only protects our retirement
funds from senseless and expensive manipu-
lation, it sends the President a clear message
that the American public and this Congress is
serious about balancing the budget.
f

DEDICATED, PROFESSIONAL, AND
CARING

HON. JAMES A. BARCIA
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. BARCIA. Mr. Speaker, the greatest
need that all of us have throughout our lives
is for food. And contrary to some accepted
myths, it doesn’t just magically appear on the
grocery store shelves overnight. Food gets
from farm to table through the professional
and skillful efforts of many people who have
spent their careers in agribusiness. Ronald W.
Stebbins is one of these committed profes-
sionals who after having been involved in agri-

business for the past 40 years is about to re-
tire.

Born and raised on a dairy and potato farm
in Kalkaska County, MI, and having attended
Michigan State University, over his career Ron
Stebbins has worked for private industry, for
cooperatives, and for the U.S. Department of
Agriculture. He has worked throughout Michi-
gan, and has developed a very impressive
international marketing capability. He is well
respected as a leader in agribusiness, and
has served as an officer of several different
professional agricultural associations, including
the Michigan Bean Shippers Association, the
Michigan Grain and Agri-Dealers Association,
St. Paul Bank for Cooperatives, the Bank of
Alma, and Valley Marketing, Inc.

In his capacity as president, secretary, and
treasurer of the Michigan Agri-Business Asso-
ciation, Ron has helped to increase the pro-
fessionalism and capability of Michigan’s men
and women in agribusiness. Educational
events, informative meetings, legislative activi-
ties, insurance and other services have all
been provided by this association, and Ron
Stebbins has helped develop and improve
many of these efforts.

Ron is very well known to many farmers in
Michigan agriculture. Certainly his work as a
grain trader has brought him in contact with
many farmers, as did his work as supervisor
for USDA’s grain storage program many farm
bills ago. His work over the years specifically
with dry beans has made him a world leader
in one of the most vital commodities for the
economic well-being of our area’s agriculture.
His work with advisory committees has helped
him to maintain a close eye on the moods and
needs of our producers. Many farmers and
traders alike know that when they speak with
Rob Stebbins, they are getting an informed
and dependable assessment on important ag-
ribusiness conditions.

This gentleman has also maintained signifi-
cant involvement with his community over the
years, including his service as a member of
several area groups in Ithaca and Gratiot
County, as well as having served as a council-
man for the city of Ithaca and a director of the
Gratiot County Hospital Board. Together with
his wife of 38 years, Mary Kay, his three chil-
dren and five grandchildren, Ron continues to
offer the kind of role model that all of our chil-
dren should see. Commitment to family, dedi-
cation to professionalism, concern about his
community, all of these factors of which Ron
can be proud, and examples for the rest of us.

Mr. Speaker, in recognition of 40 years of
devoted expertise and consistent professional-
ism, I urge you and all of our colleagues to
join me in wishing Ron and his family the very
best on his retirement.
f

IN MEMORY OF TOBY FARMER

HON. RALPH M. HALL
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995
Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, during this

holiday season our thoughts naturally turn to
children—our own children and grandchildren,
children of our friends, children in our commu-
nity, children in need. I would like to tell my
colleagues about a special child, Andrew Mi-
chael ‘‘Toby’’ Farmer, a child who died of can-
cer on December 2.

Words are inadequate to convey our sense
of grief and compassion in the loss of a child.
Andrew was 10 years old, the son of David
and Janet Farmer of Stafford County and
brother to Allison Marie Farmer. He was a
fifth-grade student at Garrisonville Elementary
School. And he was a fighter. His mother
wrote to me, ‘‘Andrew had a tough time, but
he never, ever complained. He was and is the
strongest person I have ever known.

Such courage in the face of death—particu-
larly such courage in a young boy—humbles
and saddens us, Mr. Speaker, but also should
inspire us to work harder to find the elusive
cure for a disease that prematurely ends too
many lives each year. We must be sure that
programs vital to biomedical research are pro-
tected and strengthened where needed. One
of those programs, Mr. Speaker, is the inter-
national space station, and I commend this
body for supporting funding of the space sta-
tion earlier this year. The weightless environ-
ment of the space station has enormous po-
tential for medical research—research that
could lead to cures or better treatments for
cancer and other diseases—and I urge my
colleagues to continue support for such pro-
grams in the years to come.

Our hearts go out to Andrew’s parents, sis-
ter, grandparents, and his many friends, and I
ask my colleagues also to join me today in
paying our last respects to this brave young
man. Andrew ‘‘Toby’’ Farmer lived the remain-
ing days of what should have been the normal
life of a 10-year-old boy by displaying extraor-
dinary strength and courage. Mr. Speaker, he
is an inspiration to all those who knew him
and loved him—and he will be missed.
f

BRINGING THE TERRORISM BILL
TO THE FLOOR

HON. CHARLES E. SCHUMER
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. Speaker, yesterday the
Republican leadership reversed itself again on
the terrorism bill. Repeatedly, the leadership
had promised to bring this legislation to the
floor. First they said they would do it by Me-
morial Day. Then they said it would come up
before August recess. Finally, they pledged a
vote by the end of the year.

Yesterday afternoon, however, the bill was
abruptly yanked from this week’s floor sched-
ule.

Yesterday, I also received a letter from Ms.
Victoria Cummock of Coral Gables, FL. Ms.
Cummock’s husband was killed 7 years ago
when Pan Am Flight 103 exploded over
Lockerbie, Scotland. As a victim of this ran-
dom, senseless terrorist attack, she had dearly
hoped that the House would finally move to-
ward passage of the terrorism bill. Once
again, her hopes have been dashed by the
leadership’s pandering to the far right.

I would like to enter Ms. Cummock’s state-
ment in the RECORD, Mr. Speaker, to dem-
onstrate to all of my colleagues how important
this legislation really is. I share her hope that
Congress will move urgently to pass the anti-
terrorism bill right away, rather than waiting for
another tragedy to spur action.

I ask unanimous consent that her letter ap-
pear directly following these remarks:
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FAMILIES OF PAN-AM 103 LOCKERBIE,

Coral Gables, FL, December 13, 1995.
Re H.R. 1710/sub/H.R. 2703 counter-terrorism

legislation.

Hon. CHARLES SCHUMER,
House Judiciary Committee,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN SCHUMER: I am the
widow of John Binning Cummock, a 38 yr.
old American father of three, who was killed
by terrorist, abroad Pan Am 103 over
Lockerbie Scotland. Additionally, I am the
Vice President of the Pan Am 103 Families
group representing over 180 next-of-kin. I am
writing in support of HR 2703 substatute for
HR 1710. I feel that this current legislation is
the most comprehensive and proactive ap-
proach to protect Americans from terrorism
that I have seen come out of Congress in the
last seven years.

After the bombing of the Murrah building
in Oklahoma City, Congress vowed to get
tough and pass this legislation by Memorial
Day ’95. Quick progress was made on the
Senate side but sadly the House seems to
have come to a screeching halt on debating
this bill. Now that the media focus has faded
from the Oklahoma City bombing, my fear is
that Congress will recess before enacting
this badly needed legislation. it is impera-
tive that Congress does not forget its respon-
sibility, not only to protect the American
people, but to support the law enforcement
agencies who are trying to respond to the es-
calating and changing threats.

In less than seven years, I have looked into
the faces of hundreds of American families
that have been devastated by terrorism,
after the bombing of Pan Am 103, the World
Trade Center and most recently after spend-
ing 11 days in Oklahoma City under the
sponsorship of the American Red Cross. I
know all to well what they have been sen-
tenced to live with under the current sys-
tem. We owe it to our children and to future
generations to be able to live in a safe and
secure America. American children must
now grow up feeling like they are walking
targets to potential terrorist attacks, both
domestically and internationally. Unfortu-
nately, the children of the victims of terror-
ism remember all too well the questions of
who is protecting them and where is justice?
Let us not afford more consideration and
rights to illegal aliens, felons or potential
terrorists, than we do to our children who
daily pledge allegiance to the American flag.

Specifically, for the Pan Am 103 families
the FSIA Amendment within Section 804 is
of particular importance. This will provide
victims of terrorism an avenue to pursue ter-
rorist sponsoring Nations, where none ex-
isted before, by waiving Sovereign Immunity
for specific acts of terrorism against Amer-
ican. Clearly, history has shown that the
current system, of diplomacy takes decades
and only serves to re-victimize the victims’
families by providing little or no remedy. In
our case, as the KAL 007 flight which oc-
curred over 12 years ago, no progress is in
sight. A failure to achieve swift and ade-
quate resolution only to continues the emo-
tional pain, and anguish of the families espe-
cially the children. Victims’ families are not
entitled to access the mental health and
other areas of support currently available to
other American victims of violent crimes.
Hence, America turns its back on the fami-
lies of those who made the ultimate sacrifice
for being Americans. To potentially receive
compensation after 40 years can not buy
back my children’s childhood, especially if
they have been too traumatized to be able to
learn how to read or sleep through the night.

I hope that we can count on your full sup-
port when this bill is placed for a vote. I can
be reached at (305) 667–7218 or Skypage 1 (800)

592–8770. My hope is that it will not take an-
other incident to refocus Washington’s prior-
ities on counter-terrorism, and other Ameri-
cans can be spared our fate. Thank you very
much for your consideration.

Sincerely,
M. VICTORIA CUMMOCK,
V.P. Pam Am 103 Lockerbie,

Widow of John B. Cummock.

f

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1996
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SPEECH OF

HON. STEVE GUNDERSON
OF WISCONSIN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, December 15, 1995

Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, at the out-
set, I want to make clear that I see many good
facets to this bill. However, I call attention to
a portion of it, on the consequences of an
HIV-positive test result, that was not debated
in the House, primarily because many of us
believed that it would be removed by the Sen-
ate. The President has suggested that he will
veto this bill. If he does and this chamber has
another opportunity to consider it, it is essen-
tial that we directly address and debate the
issue of HIV testing and test results in the mili-
tary.

We should be aware that section 561 of this
bill—section 567 of the Conference Report—
provides that any member of the military who
is determined through testing to be HIV-posi-
tive be automatically dismissed. Specifically,
this section requires the Secretary of Defense
to separate or retire service members who test
HIV-positive within 6 months of their positive
test. This requirement represents a serious
public policy and public health problem that
should not become law in this country.

The issue is not simply testing for HIV be-
cause I believe there are appropriate public
health reasons and goals for such testing. For
example, I have worked very closely with
other Members, both Republicans and Demo-
crats, including the gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. COBURN], and others, on the issue of
mandatory testing of infants as part of the re-
authorization of the Ryan White CARE Act.
Many advances in the treatment of HIV dis-
ease have been developed and are becoming
increasingly available; this is a positive situa-
tion that did not exist previously. HIV testing,
if done appropriately and sensitively, should
lead individuals who test positive to seek treat-
ment and care. Effective treatments ultimately
may lead to a cure for HIV disease. If testing
leads to treatment and to a cure, then all of us
ought to support it. Under these cir-
cumstances, we should encourage testing for
every element of American society. Testing is
currently one of the most important means of
HIV prevention that exists.

But, when mandatory testing leads to man-
datory job discrimination, we send a signal to
everyone in American society not to get test-
ed. That is, we send precisely the opposite
message than we really want to send. The
mandatory discharge specified in this bill oc-
curs regardless of the HIV-positive individual’s
health and fitness and despite the fact that
people continue to work productively for sev-
eral years after being infected with HIV. We
should not presume that a positive HIV test
automatically means an inability to effectively

carry out duties or to engage in productive
work. Yet, this presumption seems to underlie
the mandatory discharge provision in this bill.

The mandatory discharge specified in this
bill also singles out HIV disease from other
medical conditions. It treats military personnel
who test HIV-positive differently than person-
nel with other diseases or conditions. In this
sense, then, section 561 is blatantly discrimi-
natory. The issue becomes one of HIV status
rather than health status and the ability to
carry out duties.

If we allow this provision to remain, further-
more, we likely set ourselves on a slippery
slope to continuing and increasing discrimina-
tion. Today it is the military, tomorrow it will be
military contractors, and the next day it will be
all of the independent private sector. We have
to change this provision before this bill be-
comes law. We should not encourage, and
certainly not legislate, discrimination against
any American citizen.

The provision for mandatory discharge of
members of the armed forces who test HIV-
positive should not be in this bill. Instead, we
should encourage HIV testing in a context in
which individuals can and will seek out effec-
tive treatments. These treatments may extend
their lives, allow them to continue to work pro-
ductively, and one day, produce a cure for HIV
disease. Individuals who seek or are tested for
HIV should not be punished for their test re-
sults. The positive elements of this bill aside,
therefore, I urge my colleagues to oppose this
Department of Defense authorization bill con-
ference report.
f

ENGLISH: LANGUAGE OF OPPORTUNITY IN THE UNITED STATES
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HON. BILL EMERSON
OF MISSOURI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995
Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in

order to share with the Members of this distin-
guished body and the good people of this
country an account which reveals a great deal
about legislation which I have introduced to
establish English as the official language of
the Federal Government. I have my good
friend Mr. Tommy Macchiaroli to thank for
passing along this story to me, and I am
pleased to now present it to you.

As you know, I have been a principal spon-
sor of legislation to establish English as the of-
ficial language of the Federal Government
since the 101st Congress. I have studied the
official English issue at length and have ex-
plored its tremendous potential to contribute to
the well-being and prosperity of this country.
However, even though I have become very fa-
miliar with the comprehensive reports, the his-
torical lessons, and the compelling logic which
confirm the need for this kind of legislation, I
am still struck by the experiences and straight-
forward wisdom of folks who have visited the
question of a common language on the most
personal of levels. Anthony Macchiaroli, an im-
migrant from Italy, is one of these individuals,
and it is his inspiring story that I would like to
relate to you today.

It is my hope that we will learn from the
dedication, the workmanlike approach, and the
ultimate success of this proud American. His
example tells us quite a bit about the econom-
ics of official English legislation, demonstrating
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the new members of this great democracy
must have use of the English language in
order to get ahead and become fully produc-
tive citizens. It is clear from the experience of
Mr. Macchiaroli that the linguistic welfare of
multilingual government is nothing short of a
handicap to individuals entering our country.
Regrettably, the handicap of multilingual gov-
ernment affects all Americans, resulting in se-
vere social and monetary costs. I commend to
you the story of Mr. Macchiaroli, as it ap-
peared in an article in the Pittsburgh Post-Ga-
zette on September 3 of this year.

I WORKED HARD—BUT IT NEVER HURT ME

Tomorrow we pause to pay tribute to the
workers who built this country. Many of
those workers were immigrants, who came
to America seeking a better life.

Anthony J. Macchiaroli is such a worker.
The 60-year-old North Versailles resident
quietly operates his New Eastland Mall store
Valley Shoe Repair, where soles are mended
Italian style—by hand.

‘‘Tony,’’ who came to the United States
from Salerno, Italy, in 1953, says hard work
has kept him in business at the mall since
1963.

Macchiaroli stepped off a boat in New York
at age 17 with 35 cents. He went to live with
an aunt and uncle in East Pittsburgh, and
later opened a shoe repair shop, got married,
and was able to send his two children to col-
lege. One of his sons is a physician in Johns-
town, the other an electrical engineer in
Florida.

He doesn’t plant to retire but says instead
he’ll shorten his work week in coming years.
‘‘I really enjoy what I’m doing,’’ he says. ‘‘I
don’t think I’ll ever retire because I do enjoy
talking to the people, and my customers
need me too. It’s a lost art—fixing America
was a dream. It was like I could never come
here. I used to pray a lot to God to let me see
that I could go to America. My uncle and
aunt used to send me letters with stamps of
the Statue of Liberty on them. Whenever I’d
get those letters, I’d wonder if I’d ever really
get to see her.

I’ve been here 42 years, and America has
been good to me. If you have ambition, you
can do anything here. It truly is the land of
opportunity—believe me. If people set a goal
here, they can achieve it.

I came to America March 10, 1953. I was not
quite 18 yet and was an orphan. My father
died when I was 17 months old and my moth-
er died when I was 31⁄2. Before she died, my
mother had written to her brother in Pitts-
burgh and said, ‘‘If anything happens to me,
I’d like my son to come to America near
you.’’ I still have that letter today. She died
in a hospital in Naples, and left me in a con-
vent with nuns until my father’s sister could
take me out. She raised me until I came to
the United States.

I wanted to come here because it was a new
land and I had heard so much about the

country, that it was so great. But it wasn’t
like today where you can come right away or
come as a tourist. You had to wait. Three
times my papers expired before I could go.
Finally my uncle and aunt, Vito and Anna
Parente, were able to get me. They had to
guarantee me a house and job, and they
didn’t have a house themselves and had to
buy one because of me. It was almost like
they were adopting me. I’ll never forget
them, that’s for sure.

In the small towns like Bellosguardo in
Salerno, where I grew up, you always learn a
trade. I had bad feet from an accident where
I was burned as a baby, so I wanted to be a
shoemaker. In Italy, you sit while working
as a shoemaker, but here you do the work
standing up.

My first job here was in Homestead with a
shoemaker. I got $8 a day, six days a week,
12 hours a day. My boss justified my wage by
saying, ‘‘You can’t talk English and you
can’t run the machines.’’ We made all hand-
made shoes in Italy, so I didn’t know how to
operate the machines. But here I could still
rip shoes apart, wash windows, shine
shoes. . . I worked hard—but it never hurt
me. I learned a lot.

Five years later, I opened my own shoe re-
pair business in the Great Valley Shopping
Center. I was there five years and moved to
the Eastland Mall in 1963 when it was being
built, and I’ve been here ever since.

I had difficult time at first because I
couldn’t speak English. But people were won-
derful to me, I went to night school for five
years to learn to speak English. I can read
good English, but I still can’t write good.

In 1957, I went to the hospital to have sur-
gery I met a nice girl, a student nurse Rose-
marie Billey, from United, near Mount
Pleasant. And there was my fortune.

We got married in 1959 and had two sons. In
1969 I brought her and my children back to
my hometown and traveled through Italy for
three weeks. While we were there, my wife
asked me if I ever wanted to go back there to
live. I said, ‘‘No, No way.’’ I’ll never forget
that I was born there, but America is my
country now, and I’ll fight for it.

In America there is so much opportunity.
It seems everything I wanted came true. I
wanted to get married, have a family and
educate my children, and I did. I’m very ap-
preciative. If I die tomorrow, I’ll die a happy
man.

f

THANK YOU, GERALD L. BOOMS

HON. JAMES A. BARCIA
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, December 19, 1995

Mr. BARCIA. Mr. Speaker, the education of
our young people is most vital if our Nation is

to continue its history of accomplishment into
the future. And nothing is more vital to edu-
cation than the people who are dedicated to
providing the type of services that are essen-
tial to the successful operation of our schools.
Ubly Community Schools has been blessed
over the past 33 years with the committed
service of Gerald L. Booms. He is being rec-
ognized on December 27 for his generous
service to the young people of his community
at a retirement dinner.

Gerald Booms started as a bus driver in
1962, which he continued until 1972. He also
worked as a part-time custodian, making sure
that not only would students arrive at school
safely, but they also would have a safe and
well-tended school to attend. For the last 20
years, he has served as director of transpor-
tation for Ubly Schools, again overseeing the
effective operation of this system.

During his time with Ubly Schools, Gerald
Booms has remained involved with several
other activities. He has been a member of the
Michigan Association of Pupil Transportation,
serving as a regional representative for 10
years. He also holds membership in the Ubly
Community Club.

He has been very involved with his religious
convictions as a member of St. Mary Catholic
Church of Parisville, and its men’s club. He
also was president of its parish council. He is
a member of St. John the Evangelist Catholic
Church of Ubly, and the Ruth Knights of Co-
lumbus Council No. 3823.

Gerald and his wife, Georgeann know the
importance of education to young people,
being the proud parents of 7 of their own chil-
dren, and the grandparents of 21 children. He
has taken the care that he has for his own
family, and extended it to the other children of
his community who have benefited from safe
transport to and from school.

Mr. Speaker, we need to remember and
honor those who make it possible for our
young people to receive the education they
deserve and that our Nation needs. Gerald L.
Booms has earned our thanks for his years of
service. I urge you and all of our colleagues
to join me in thanking him for his career of
caring, and wish him and his family the very
best in retirement.


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-16T10:37:32-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




